INTRODUCTION

1
Violent criminal behaviour is often seen as resulting from the impulsive, spur-of-the-2 moment, and unpredictable acts of enraged individuals. Some theorists such as Toch (1969) 3 believe that individuals possessing certain personality traits or dispositions are more likely to 4 react violently under certain circumstances. The possible utility of personality for predicting 5 violent offences was exemplified by the research on the construct of "over-controlled 6 hostility" (Megargee, 1966) . Research on the personality profiles of violent offenders 7 consistently differentiated those characterized by denial, repression, and lack of general 8 hostility from those characterized by antisocial tendencies, impulsivity, extroversion, and 9 general hostility (Blackburn, 1971 (Blackburn, , 1975 (Blackburn, , 1998 (Blackburn, , 2000 Henderson, 1982; McGurk & 10 McDougall, 1981). The former group was labelled "over-controlled hostile offenders" 11 because they seemed to rely on rigid and broad controls over aggression, as well as 12 repression, to manage their anger (Megargee, 1966) . Confronted with repeated exposure to 13 anger-producing stimuli, these defences may occasionally break down causing an outpouring 14 of extreme violence. The utility of over-controlled hostility for predicting unique patterns of 15 violence has been supported by research showing that offenders with these traits evidence 16 infrequent anger and aggression (Henderson, 1982; McGrory, 1991) and rare, but extreme, 17 violence (White & Heilbrun, 1995) . Furthermore, the violence committed by over-controlled 18 hostile offenders is more likely to be murderous than the violence of other offenders; they are 19 more likely to be violent toward family and friends; and they are more likely to use weapons 20 with homicidal intent during periods of intoxication and interpersonal conflict (Hershorn & 21 Rosenbaum, 1991; McGrory, 1991). 14 Therefore, the low scores on the E scale might be due in part to the effects of incarceration.
15
However, the most recent study conducted by Boduszek Specifically, the current study set out to investigate the difference between violent and non- were returned in sealed envelopes, the researcher was not aware of whether the 50 incomplete 24 questionnaires were due to the cognitive or literacy difficulties of the participants.
25
Participants completed anonymous, self-administered, paper-and-pencil questionnaires which 26 were compiled into a booklet along with an instruction sheet and a consent form attached to 27 the front of the booklet. Each participant was provided with a brief description of the study, there was no data available on official recidivism rates.
11
RESULTS
12
Descriptive statistics, correlations and group differences 13 The descriptive statistics and reliability for all continuous variables are presented in Table 1 . neuroticism, and extraversion) included in the study were examined (Table 3 ). All significant 7 correlations were weak to moderate, ranging between r = .13, p < .05 and r = .38, p < .001.
8
This indicates that multicollinearity was unlikely to be a problem (see Tabachnick & Fidell, 9 2007).
10
(Insert Table 3 investigated psychological variables such as personality traits and levels of recidivism.
5
Specifically, the study investigated the differences between violent and non-violent 6 recidivism in terms of personality traits and Criminal Social Identity, and examined how 7 these variables predicted violent recidivism. 
11
Although violent offenders reported higher levels of recidivism, Extraversion, and Cognitive
12
Centrality, the magnitude of difference in each case was quite small. Of note however is that indicated an association between violent offences and a greater frequency of incarcerations.
19
Results from this study produced similar evidence with levels of recidivism emerging as the In-Group Affect refers to the emotional connection one feels to their criminal group 11 and higher scores on this variable predicts a lower likelihood of prisoners reporting that they The findings of the current study would suggest that those working with criminal populations 
